Obama Admits ISIS Beheading Videos Help 
White House Agenda On Attacking Syria 
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Gruesome propaganda ''resulted in the American public's quickly backing military action'' 



A New York Times report concerning Barack Obama's military policy towards Islamic State 
paraphrases the President as acknowledging the fact that the recent spate of ISIS beheading videos has 
helped the White House galvanize public opinion behind Washington's policy in the middle east. 

The article, Paths to Wan Then and Now, Haunt Obama . explains how the President, "noted that 
gruesome videos released by ISIS had helped galvanize public support for action." 

Obama's comments are attributed to "10 people who spoke with him in the days leading up to his 
speech Wednesday night" who quoted "his private remarks" to the NY Times' Peter Baker. 

According to the piece, Obama remarked that it would have made more sense for ISIS to release three 
beheaded hostages, adding that, "ISIS had made a major strategic error by killing them because the 
anger it generated resulted in the American public's quickly backing military action." 

The comments beg the question - if the alleged ISIS beheading videos only serve to bolster 
Washington's agenda in the region, why is the terrorist group repeatedly releasing propaganda that 
actually harms their crusade to establish an Islamic caliphate? 

Prominent British experts who analyzed the James Foley beheading video noted that it was probably 
"staged" by means of "camera trickery and slick post-production techniques," adding that Foley may 
have actually been killed off camera. 

As we have pointed out, ISIS' brutal reputation for slaughtering thousands of innocents is seemingly 
inconsistent with the fact that the three beheading videos do not show any actual beheading, a strange 
characteristic given that the group is by no means squeamish about publicizing its barbarity. 



In the most recent video which features British hostage David Haines, the alleged ISIS executioner 
even bemoans the fact that Washington is arming Kurdish Peshmerga fighters. Again this only seems to 
legitimize Obama's newly announced plan to send weapons to so-called "moderate" Syrian rebels 
despite clear evidence that FSA militants are defecting to and providing arms to ISIS. 

Despite obvious sensitivities surrounding the beheading videos and the suffering of the victim's family 
members, it would be naive not to ask questions about such propaganda given the fact that the videos 
clearly only serve to benefit Washington's previously unpopular efforts to grease the skids for military 
intervention in Syria. 

The attempt to exploit last year's chemical weapons attack in Ghouta, which at the time was blamed on 
the Syrian government but later appeared to have been the work of Syrian rebels , reminds us that no 
matter how convincing and potent it seems in the moment, war propaganda all too often contrived to 
deceive populations into rallying behind conflicts that they otherwise would have vehemently opposed. 

Rand Paul: Arming Syrian Rebels Will 
Empower ISIS 
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One of the only sane voices chiming in on the announcement that The Pentagon will train 5,000 Syrian 
rebels per year as part of Obama's new campaign to battle Islamic State militants, is that of Kentucky 
Senator Rand Paul, who doubled down on his assertion that arming rebels is akin to placing weapons 
into the hands of ISIS. 

"It's a mistake to arm them. Most of the arms we've given to the so-called moderate rebels have wound 
up in the hands of ISIS, because ISIS simply takes it from them, or it's given to them, or we mistakenly 
actually give it to some of the radicals," Paul said on CBS's "This Morning." 

Paul was commenting on the $500 million plan to train and equip Syrian rebels, details of which 



emerged Friday. He noted that while Iran, Turkey and Syria may be focused on fighting ISIS, the rebels 
in Syria have other goals. 

"I would say one insightful piece of news from the last week is, some of the moderate rebels, so-called 
moderate rebels have now signed a cease-fire with ISIS," Paul added. "So, really their enemy is really 
Assad. They don't really care what ISIS does." 

It is common knowledge that the US has for three years now funded and supported rebels in Libya and 
Syria. Indeed, the same extremists who overthrew Gaddafi in Libya were reportedly airlifted into Syria 
by NATO forces . The same extremists who Killed US and NATO Troops in Iraq were supported all the 
way by the US and its allies in Libya and Syria. 

ISIS terrorists had already infiltrated those groups and the US government knew it from their own 
intelligence and from independent intelligence . Like a cancer, the group grew and eventually consumed 
the so called rebels fighting against the Syrian government. 

In the wake of criticism leveled at Senator Paul for expressing support for a campaign of limited 
military support against ISIS, Paul explained 'T am, like most Americans, I am influenced by the 
beheading of Americans, now the beheading of a British journalist," he said. 'T think it's going to unite 
the world against ISIS. 

The Washington Post has led the charge in attempting to smear Paul, alleging that the Senator is 
abandoning his "outsider" libertarian principles in favor of mainstream credibility. Of course, the fact 
that this comes from a mainstream media outlet speaks volumes. 

The Senator himself denies he is making such a move. 

'T have steadfastly been against Hillary Clinton and President Obama's intervention in Libya as well as 
Syria, because I think they have helped to create the situation that we now face with ISIS," Paul urged. 

"Had we bombed Syria — had the president actually got what he wanted and what Hillary Clinton 
wanted, to bomb the heck out of Assad — my guess is ISIS would now be in Damascus," he said. 



He also defended his position, compared to that of the president, noting "Since the beginning of my 
pubhc hfe, I've always said Congress declares war, not the President. The President used to agree with 
me. It's actually the President who has changed his position. Back when he ran for office, he said that 
no president should unilaterally go to war without the consent and the authority of Congress. I still 
maintain that view and always have maintained that view." 

Rand Paul: Arming Syrian Rebels Will Empower ISIS VIDEO BELOW 
http://www.infowars.com/rand-paul-arming-syrian-rebels-will-empower-isis/ 
Obama's ISIS PR Campaign Working Perfectly VIDEO BELOW 
http://www.infowars.com/obamas-isis-pr-campaign-working-perfectly/ 

Assad's Regime Insists It Should Be Part Of 
Anti-ISIS Alliance 
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"The victims of terrorism should be a key 
partner in fighting it," declared Assad 
spokeswoman. The Syrian regime must be part 
of the global anti-ISIS alliance led by the 
United States, a government spokesperson said 
Friday 

According to the Syrian News Agency the 
media advisor of Syria's president Bashar Al- 
Assad, Buthaina Shaaban, said that Syria must 
be involved in efforts to confront ISIS as they 
are "a victim of terrorism." 

US President Barack Obama announced on 
Thursday his country's strategy against ISIS, 
authorising for the first time aerial strikes 
against the group and dismissing the Assad 
regime as illegitimate and unreliable in fighting 
terrorism. 

'Terrorism did not start today but four years ago," Al- Assad's spokeswoman said, referring to the 
popular revolt, which broke out against Assad in 201 1 . 

'The victims of terrorism should be a key partner in fighting it", she said. 
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